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1 – DuPont plant workers died rushing to help, Houston Chronicle, 11/16/2014 
http://www.chron.com/news/houston-texas/houston/article/DuPont-plant-workers-died-rushing-to-help-5897558.php 

Robert Tisnado, a production operator at DuPont's chemical plant in La Porte, was nearing the end of his shift early 
Saturday when he heard a colleague call for help from the operations building where she had gone to check on a line. 
 
2 – Plant where workers died reported violations, KHOU, 11/13/14  
http://www.khou.com/story/news/local/2014/11/16/plant-where-workers-died-reported-recent-violations/19142453/ 

A plant where four workers died early Saturday after a chemical leak has a record of safety violations that dates back 
several years. 
 
3 – Was Harris County's high-stakes pollution fight worth it?, Houston Chronicle, 11/14/2014 
http://www.houstonchronicle.com/news/science-environment/article/Was-Harris-County-s-high-stakes-pollution-fight-
5894015.php 

Three years ago, Harris County's attorneys filed an ambitious lawsuit over poisonous sludge that had been polluting 
the San Jacinto River for decades. They wanted to punish those responsible for the mess. They wanted more than $1 
billion in damages. They wanted to send a message to future polluters. But it didn't turn out that way. 
 
4 – Valero Energy Corp.'s Meraux refinery has one flare not working, sending smoke into community, New Orleans 
Times-Picayune, 11/14/14 
http://www.nola.com/environment/index.ssf/2014/11/valero_energy_corps_meraux_ref_2.html#incart_river 
Valero Energy Corp.'s Meraux refinery on Friday morning (Nov. 14) had one flare not burning properly, creating 
smoke that was making its way into surrounding areas. 
 
5 – Database: Western Refining's Bloomfield facility and Farmington's sewage plant have been violating 
environmental laws, Farmington Daily Times, 11/15/2014 
http://www.daily-times.com/four_corners-news/ci_26945135/western-refining-farmington-violating-epa-laws 
Western Refining's Bloomfield facility and Farmington's sewage plant have been in violation of federal environmental 
laws for years, according to an Environmental Protection Agency database. 
 
6 – Louisiana submits requests for project funding from spill penalty money, Baton Rouge Advocate, 11/17/2014 
http://theadvocate.com/news/10816252-123/louisiana-submits-requests-for-project 
State officials are submitting four projects and one program to the Gulf Coast Ecosystem Restoration Council and 
hope at least a few will rise to the top to receive funding from a part of the BP oil spill penalty money. 
 
7 – Oklahoma Outcry Continues Against EPA’s ‘Waters of the United States’ Rule, NPR StateImpact, 11/14/2014 
http://stateimpact.npr.org/oklahoma/2014/11/14/oklahoma-outcry-continues-against-epas-waters-of-the-united-states-rule/ 

Since the federal Clean Water Act first became law in 1972, there’s been confusion over which bodies of water qualify 
for protection under its provisions. Enter the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s Waters of the U.S. rule, which 
means to bring clarity to the situation. 
 
8 – Possible EPA water regulation worries ranchers, golfers, WFAA, 11/14/2014 
http://www.wfaa.com/story/news/nation/2014/11/14/golfers-and-ranchers-share-concerns-over-epas-possible-clean-water-
act/19062097/ 
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A proposed change to the Clean Water Act being floated by the Environmental Protection Agency is drawing some 
concern from unlikely partners: ranchers and golfers. 
 
9 - System cleaning byproducts found in Calhoun County water, Victoria Advocate, 11/15/2014 
http://www.victoriaadvocate.com/news/2014/nov/14/system-cleaning-byproducts-found-in-calhoun-county/ 
The state environmental agency found an excess of cleaning byproducts in Port O'Connor and Port Lavaca drinking 
water supplied by Guadalupe-Blanco River Authority. 
 
10 – 'Chlorine burn' to kill brain-eating amoeba in St. John's water extended beyond 60 days, New Orleans Times-
Picayune, 11/14/2014 
http://www.nola.com/politics/index.ssf/2014/11/chlorine_burn_to_kill_brain-
eating_amoeba_in_st_johns_water_extended_beyond_60_days.html#incart_river 

Tuesday will mark the end of a 60-day "chlorine burn" period mandated by the state to eradicate a potentially deadly 
brain-eating amoeba from part of the St. John the Baptist Parish water system. But Parish President Natalie Robottom 
said it will continue until the Louisiana Department of Health and Hospitals re-tests the water next month. 
 
11 – Settlements reached in Texas river pollution case, Houston Chronicle, 11/14/2014 
http://www.chron.com/news/texas/article/Settlements-reached-in-Texas-river-pollution-case-5892289.php 
Two of three businesses targeted by Harris County prosecutors in a lawsuit over polluting the San Jacinto River with 
poisonous paper-mill waste have agreed to pay $29 million to the county and state. The county on Thursday resolved 
its claims against McGinnes Industrial Maintenance Corp. and Houston-based Waste Management Inc. 
 
12 – China emissions deal doesn't change much -- yet -- for coal industry, The Oklahoman, 11/14/2014 
http://newsok.com/china-emissions-deal-doesnt-change-much-yet-for-coal-industry/article/feed/759750/?page=2 
The U.S.’s pledges appear to be made based on a calculation of what Obama and future presidents, using executive 
authority, can do without Congress, said Tim Profeta, director of the Nicholas Institute for Environmental Policy 
Solutions at Duke University. 

http://www.victoriaadvocate.com/news/2014/nov/14/system-cleaning-byproducts-found-in-calhoun-county/
http://www.nola.com/politics/index.ssf/2014/11/chlorine_burn_to_kill_brain-eating_amoeba_in_st_johns_water_extended_beyond_60_days.html#incart_river
http://www.nola.com/politics/index.ssf/2014/11/chlorine_burn_to_kill_brain-eating_amoeba_in_st_johns_water_extended_beyond_60_days.html#incart_river
http://www.chron.com/news/texas/article/Settlements-reached-in-Texas-river-pollution-case-5892289.php
http://newsok.com/china-emissions-deal-doesnt-change-much-yet-for-coal-industry/article/feed/759750/?page=2










NEWS 

Was Harris County's high-stakes 
pollution fight worth it? 
County got low damages, with one defendant let off hook, leading 
some to say high-stakes battle not worth it 

By Matthew Tresaugue 

November 14, 2014 Updated: November 14, 2014 8:58pm 
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A sign warns against eating contaminated seafood caught from the San Jacinto River near the waste 

pits where poisonous sludge was stored. A Harris County lawsuit was lenient on those the county 

said were responsible. 

They wanted so much more. 

Three years ago, Harris County's attorneys filed an ambitious lawsuit over poisonous 

sludge that had been polluting the San Jacinto River for decades. They wanted to 
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punish those responsible for the mess. They wanted more than $1 billion in damages. 

They wanted to send a message to future polluters. 

But it didn't turn out that way. Harris County received pennies on the dollar in a 

settlement of the high-stakes case that ended Thursday. None of the money was set 

aside for the environment. And one of the three companies targeted by the county was 

absolved of responsibility by the jury. 

A day later, the outcome led some to question what the case was all about. 

"I'm not sure what we accomplished for all this time and effort," Harris County Judge 

Ed Emmett said Friday. 

But Terry O'Rourke, special counsel with the Harris County Attorney's Office, said 

the county came out ahead, even if it was a partial victory. 

"It may seem like a small outcome," O'Rourke said, "but it's big under Texas 

environmental law." 

Because of the legal fight, Waste Management of Texas and McGinnes Industrial 

Maintenance Corp. agreed to pay nearly $30 million to resolve all of the county's 

claims. The money, however, will be split among the county, the state and their 

outside attorneys. 

That leaves $10 million or so for a county with an annual operating budget of $2.3 

billion. The money will go into its general fund, for now. 

Harris County Attorney Vince Ryan intends to ask the Commissioners' Court to spend 

the settlement money on environmental and recreational projects near the location of 

the pollution problem. 



Commissioner Jack Morman, whose precinct includes the waste pits, said he would 

like to use the money "to make up for this catastrophe and give people another place 

in the area where they can enjoy nature." 

The money will not be used toward the cleanup of the east Harris County site, where 

paper-mill waste was buried in three pits in the 1960s. The toxic sludge later leaked 

into the river, making it one of the most polluted waterways in the nation. 

The Environmental Protection Agency is in charge of the cleanup, and federal law 

requires those responsible for the mess to pay for the remediation. International Paper 

Co., which produced the waste, and McGinnes, which owned and operated the site 

before becoming part of Waste Management in 2005, so far have paid about $9 

million to contain the sludge under an armored cap. 

Harris County's suit went beyond the EPA's work, seeking penalties of up to $25,000 

a day under Texas law for releases of dioxin into the river over 35 years. The suit 

asserted that the sludge had taken away recreational uses and commercial fishing from 

county residents. 

In his closing argument, Winstrol "Winn" Carter, an attorney representing 

International Paper, told the jury that the county's case was about money, not 

environmental protection. The jury agreed, finding that the Memphis-based company 

was not liable for the pollution. 

O'Rourke said Harris County intends to appeal the verdict. 

"You have to penalize the big companies when they don't comply with the law," he 

said. "It has tremendous effect as a deterrent." 

While still supportive of the county's legal efforts, some environmentalists were 

disappointed with the results. 



Jim Blackburn, a noted environmental attorney who was not involved in the case, said 

he did not want to see the money from the settlement go to the county's general fund, 

where it could be used for purposes not related to the waste pits. 

"It should go to the good of the environment," he said. 

Bob Stokes, president of the Galveston Bay Foundation, raised similar concerns but 

said he remains hopeful that "some good would come from the funds." 

The advocacy group submitted a list with up to $76 million in projects to the county 

and Waste Management before the trial. The list includes funding research, acquiring 

coastal lands and restoring oyster reefs and marshes, which are critical habitat for 

shrimp, crab and fish and act as nature's speed bumps against storm surge. 

"Even if it's just $10 million, that's still $10 million," Stokes said. "There is still an 

opportunity to do good work out there." 

 

 









































NEWS 

China emissions deal doesn't change 
much -- yet -- for coal industry 
Published on NewsOK Modified: November 14, 2014 at 8:16 am •  Published: November 14, 2014 

It would seem coal’s prospects dimmed this week after the United States and China 
announced an agreement on greenhouse gas emissions. 

The pact between the world’s two biggest economies marked a step toward international 
consensus ahead of climate change negotiations in Paris next year and was the first time 
China agreed committed to limit emissions. The international commitment by the U.S. 
could make it less likely to bend on domestic regulations calling for emission reductions. 

The American Coalition for Clean Coal Electricity said the U.S. was on “the losing end” 
of the deal and that President Barack Obama was “shooting our economy in the foot.” 
Incoming Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell called it an unrealistic plan that was 
part of the president’s “ideological ‘war on coal.’” 

But the U.S. is already on the track toward comparable reductions in carbon dioxide 
through Environmental Protection Agency regulations on power plant emissions that 
will largely hit coal plants. In China, the government had already grown more concerned 
with pollution as its cities become known for choking smog, and its investments in 
alternative energy along with a maturing economy have already begun to change the 
country’s direction. 

In all, it doesn’t seem like anything too new, said Kristoffer Inton, a financial analyst 
who follows the coal industry at Chicago-based Morningstar. 

“We thought that Chinese coal usage was already peaking,” Inton said. “That’s largely 
due to the fact that they said they were going to increasingly use other sources: nuclear, 
renewables. That’s already happening, the way they’re building out. ... They’re shifting 
more from an investment-led economy to a consumer-led economy, which in general is 
much less energy intensive.” 

Coal exports to developing countries are where some coal miners see the future. St. 
Louis-based Peabody Energy already sends coal from Australia there. 

As it stands, the two countries don’t have to do anything the agreement calls for, and 
there’s plenty standing in the way of a binding pact. Still, it does have big political 
ramifications. 

“I understand there are questions about how much the Chinese will actually do, but at 
the same time it deflates that argument that we’re going to have to do this alone and 
China’s not going to do anything,” said William Lowry, a political science professor at 
Washington University who follows environmental issues. 

Plus, he added, it’s turning into good politics in this country. “It’ll be a tough sell in a lot 
of states like Missouri, but there are a lot of places where this is going to resonate.” 

http://newsok.com/news


The proposal calls for China’s emissions to peak by 2030 and for non-fossil energy usage 
there to rise to 20 percent by then. The U.S. pledged to reduce carbon emissions 26 to 
28 percent below 2005 levels by 2025 — not far off the 30 percent reduction EPA’s rule 
calls for by 2030. 

The U.S.’s pledges appear to be made based on a calculation of what Obama and future 
presidents, using executive authority, can do without Congress, said Tim Profeta, 
director of the Nicholas Institute for Environmental Policy Solutions at Duke University. 

“It looks consistent with what we’re already going to ask from the power sector under 

the proposed rules,” he said. 

The reductions outlined in the China agreement could make the administration less 

likely to accommodate utilities, such as St. Louis-based Ameren, that have said the 

EPA’s proposal calls for too much too fast. 

In a statement, American Coal Council CEO Betsy Monseu said the pledge between the 

two countries “only serves to reinforce the American Coal Council’s concerns about the 

very negative impacts of EPA’s proposed 111(d) carbon rule.” 

On the other hand, Peabody Energy, the largest privately owned coal miner in the world, 

actually found some parts of the agreement it liked. 

While it still condemned the EPA’s proposal, it praised wording in the China deal to 

continue research in carbon capture and storage and a commitment for a “major new 

carbon storage project” in China. 

“We are pleased that the U.S., China and other ... ministers clearly accept the vital role 

coal plays in providing essential energy around the world,” Peabody CEO Greg Boyce 

said in a statement. 

The Coal Council was lukewarm about the new carbon capture project. 

“The overwhelming reality here at home is that EPA’s carbon rules for new and existing 

plants would inhibit industry’s advancement of coal technologies in the U.S,” Monseu 

wrote in an emailed statement. 

Inton, at Morningstar, said carbon capture doesn’t appear to be nearing the point of 

being economical anytime soon. 

“Technology in general, if you put enough money into it, usually you can find a way,” he 

said. “But in energy, there’s a lot of other alternatives.” 
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